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^^^^Reply to Office Action dated December 14, 2005 
.^.^ REMARKS 

The foregoing amendments and these remarks are timely filed in response to the Office 
Action dated December 14, 2005. Although no fees are believed to be due. authori.aUon 
given to charge any required fees, and credit any overpayments, to Deposit Account No. 50- 
0951. 

At the time of the Office Action, claims 1-61 were pending. In the Office Action, claims 
1-61 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102 in view of U.S. Patent No. 5.422.81 u, Allen et al. 
("Allen"). Th^ rejection is set out in more detaU below. All claims are believed to patentable for 
reasons set forth below. 

L gees Due fof Additional Independ ent Claims 

fa this response, claims 2 and 37 were amended to independem claim format and 
independent claim 48 was cancelled. Thus, fees are only necessary for one new independent 
claim. Authorization is given to charge these fees, and any other necessary fees, to Deposit 
Account No. 50-0951, 
11. Wp|«>«»^nns on Art 

Claims 1-61 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by Allen. 
Before reviewing Allen, abrief review of the independent claims is appropriate. 

A. Review of Tndepeuden t Claims 
Claim I has been amended to remove recitation of a forwarding address. 
Claim 2 has been amended to an independent claim and recites a reverse side imager, in 
addition to other features, as excerpted below: 

a reverse side imager positioned to image a sender return address indicator located 
ofa sSnd^ideof eih of the plurality of intermixed mailpieces ^d to m expose 
Te im^etS^e single-scan iSage of address and notification mdicators loca ed 
on the opposing side of each of the plurality of intermixed ^^lP;,^]f^f /^^^^^^^ 
bv Se ma^lpieTe scanner so as to create a single data image including rece 
?iation adSess indicator, sender return address indicator, and sender nonfication 
indicator data. 

System claims 56 and 57 have also been amended to recite a reverse side imager. 
Claim 20 has been amended to recite: 
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a forwarding notification generator responsive to ^/^^''^^f^^^^^ 
indicator positioned on a mailpiece to generate an image 
locluon Sldress indicator, forwarding address mdrcator and return address 
Sca^r Sd Ltruct the mailpiece labeler to label a separate "^IP^^^^* 
SSesZXg «nage of location address indicator, forwardmg address mdicator 
a^S^ Teim address indicator so as to generate a mailpiece to be sent to tbe 
:^dStdiS forwarding address corresponding to the recewer locauon 
address; and 

wherein the forwarding notification generator further comprises an image 
si2:er toTterate images sized to fit within preselected dune^ions of an area 
space so as to be positioned on a mailpiece having a preselected size. 
Method claim 54 has been amended to recite the step of generating images sized to fit within 
preselected dimensions of an area space so as to be positioned on a mailpiece having a 

preselected size. 

System claim 3 1 has been amended to recite 

the mailpiece conveyor driven by a motor responsive to a «»f P^"^J,VXess 
feed m^lpieces at rates determined by maUpiece size and to ^ereby process 
f«ter-TSd mailpieces at a predetermined speed and flat mail-sized mailpieces at 

a different speed. 

Method claim 52 has been amended to recite the step of varying conveyor speed based on 

mailpiece size. 

System claim 37 has been amended to an independent claim and recites postage-due 
reporting means, in addition to other features, as exceipied below: 

wherein the processing means fUrther comprises postage-due reporting means for 
:^S.slMr ff mailpieces to be sent to senders 
address corresponding to corresponding receiver location addresses and 
computing the total postage due thereon. 

Method claim 61 recites three steps, including, "creating a modified retom-ro-sender 
indicator including the customer address change dates." 

B. AU the Tndepe ^Hpnr n^^ims are P?iTmtah1e Over Allen 
Allen is limited to forwarding incorrectly addressed mail as noted in its title "Apparams 
For Intercepting And Forwarding Incorrectly Addressed Postal Mail." In contrast 1. Allen, clami 
1 of the current appUcation recites a mailpiece feeder, a mailpiece transporter, a mailpiece 
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« a nmlpi«. Ubeler. and a p«cess co^ruUcr having a «nm.:«-^der de,«m««. a 
sexier «>tii!ca.io„ teennter and a mailpiec. s«ker. Also ia conBa., .o Alto. ola» 1 r..n«. 
U,al Ihe p«.ces= conooUcr can separate ,l« single sean imaga to,o discre« da« groups, ft .s 
beUeved mat widwut the recitation of a forwarding address detenniner, as present tn prevtons 
Claim 1, Allen does not teach or suggest the system recited in amended claim 1, and. thus, 
withdrawal oflherqection is tespeclfiiUy requested. 

Allen does not te«.h or suggest one or more of the feamres recited in each of the 
independent chnms. For instaK:.. system claims 2. 56 and 57 recite a reverse side imager that >s 
not disclosed in Allen. Since AUen does no, teach or suggest any structure for reverse side 
imaging. Allen also canno, teach or suggest such a step. Withdrawal of the rejections regatdtng 

these claims is respectfully requested. 

Allen also does not teach or suggest a forwarding notification generator that generates a 
to be mailed forwarding notification for a mail piece of a preselected size as more fully 
recited in claim 20. Such a ready to be mailed forwarding notification generator is a non- 
obvious improvement over Allen. Allen is limited by the manual process of printmg and 
coUecting forwarding infonnation sheets for further distribution, as follows: 

If an addresser has requested to be informed of the forwarding of ^^^^^ 

•iSst^Tmailpio^ Je -f-; -^"^n^-^nXir^ 

accessed from memory IU2 ana ou luic P*"^"^^ jopg . ^ 

new forwarding address for the addressee. 
Allen, col. 15, lines 10-19. Applicant submits that the process described in Allen sUU reqoirea 
cosay manual labor «, collect the off-line ptintouts of forwanKng information sheets, detemune 
the .«:ipient and finalise for mailing, including possibly creating and sealtag the informanon 

sheets in an envelope, 

to conttast, the system recited in claim 20 provides a forwarding notilicauon generator 
and an image si.er create mailpieces of pr««lected sizes dtat at. t^ady to mailed without any 
n^ual labor or human intervention. An example of such a ready to be mailed mailptece ,s 
found at Figure 10. Applicant submits that Allen does no. teach or suggest at least these feamres 
of indepemien. claim 20 and dte corresponding method claim 54. Withdrawal of the rejecnons 
regarding these claims is respectfully requested. 
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Allen also does not teach or suggest a variable speed mailpiece conveyor driven by a 
motor responsive to a maalpiece size sensor. Allen provides only a fixed speed conveyor, and the 
corresponding limitation of being able to process only one size of mail- 

In contrast, claim 31 recites a variable speed mailpiece conveyor with amotor responsive 
to a mailpiece size sensor. Such a system allows the conveyor to adjust its speed so that that 
processing of mail, including any scanning or labeling, is based upon the mail size. As a result 
thereof, the system recited in claim 31 can process mailpieces of various sizes. Nowhere does 
Allen teach or suggest a vanable speed mailpiece conveyor. Accordingly. Allen al» c^ot 
teach or suggest the step of varying the speed of the mailpiece conveyor. Withdrawal of the 
rejections regarding these claims is respectfully requested. 

Finally, the Office Action rejected claim 61 by citing column 6. line 60 though coh«nn 7. 
line 5 of Allen. This text has been copied below in its entirety. 

The destination address revealed by the decoded character information is 
J^ceiTS me cMt 90 in the USPS ZIP■^4 database 104 to det^nnme *e 
Sv^ point ZIP code for the mailpiece. It will, of course, be undemood that 
SyXr database including delivery points and correspondmg ^^^^^^ P^^l^ 
Sderfforexample, the USA database) may be substituted for ^« Z^/^ 
daSasf Tlie Sve'ry pomt information (compnsed of the^Uvery pomt ^ 
code and/or destination address) is then processed m an extract of the UbPb 
N^io^l cUge of Address (NCOA) daubase 106 (contammg the name and 
forS^r adS of each addressee at each deUvery point who has filed a change of 
Sei^ withle USPS) to determine if a forwarding request has been 
toSd aSst delivery point. It will, of course, be understood that any o*^ 

SKUng a iS^'of -l^--/rScOAdaX?e^^ ' 
forwarding addresses) may be substituted for the NCOA database. 

Allen col 6 Une 58 -.:ol. 7. line 8. AppUcant submits that this text, and AUen in general, does 
not teach or suggest the step of creating a modified retum-to-sender indicator including the 
customer address change dates as recited in step 61. Withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully 

requested. 

IXl. Conclusion 

For at leas, reasoning «. forth above. AppUc=i.. reape«fUlly submits that AUet does 
no, teach or suggest all of *e feannes r^ted in the independent elaitns. Tlterefore. 
independent claim 1, 2. 20. 31. 37. 52. 54. 56. 57. 58 and 61 are believed to be allowable. The 
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dependent claim, axe believed ,0 be allowable due » dependent <m an allowable mdependen, 
claim and for further feamres recited therein. 

Applicant has made every effon to present claims which distinguish over the pnor ait, 
and it is believed that all claims are in condition for allowance. Nevertheless, Applicant mv.tes 
the Examiner to caU the tmdersigned if it is believed that a telephonic interview would expedite 
the prosecution of the application to an allowance. In view of the foregoing remark., AppUcant 
respectfUUy requests reconsideration and prompt allowance of the pending clamis. 

Respectfully submined, 
AKERMAN SENTERFITT 
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